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DETAILED ACTION. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1 . Claim 1 , 2, 4-6, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated 
by Antonious (EP 0285844 A2). 

Regarding claim 1 , Antonious discloses a golf club head, comprising: a body 
defining a striking face 18, a top line 26, a sole, and a back, and having a heel 12 and a 
toe 14; and wherein the back contains a cavity therein; and the cavity contains a 
plurality of recesses therein and the recesses extending away from the cavity (See 
Figures 1-5). 

Regarding claim 2, Antonious discloses the recesses being aligned substantially 
longitudinally to the striking face in a heel-to-toe direction, and the plurality of recesses 
including a first recess positioned in a heel portion of the cavity and a second recess 
positioned in a toe portion of the cavity (See Figures 1 -5). 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, Antonious discloses the depth of the recess being Yz 
inch (See Column 5, lines 20 through 36). 

Regarding claim.6, Antonious discloses a first weight positioned in a first recess 
and a second weight positioned in a second recess (See Column 6, lines 17 through 
49). 
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Regarding claim 45, Antonious discloses the club head being an iron-type (See 
Figure 1). 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 6, 8-1 1 , 1 3, 1 9, 21 , 22, 26, 27, 28, 32, 37, and 45 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Takeda (USPN 6290609). 

Regarding claim 1 , Takeda discloses a golf club head comprising a body defining 
a striking face 4, a top line 8, a sole 9, and a back 10, and having a heel 6 and a toe 7; 
and wherein the back contains a cavity 10A therein; and the cavity contains a plurality of 
recesses 12 therein and the recesses extending away from the cavity (See Figures 1- 
14). 

Regarding claim 2, Takeda discloses the recesses being aligned substantially 
longitudinally to the striking face in a heel-to-toe direction, and the plurality of recesses 
including a first recess positioned in a heel portion of the cavity and a second recess 
positioned in a toe portion of the cavity (See Figure 1 ). 

Regarding claim 6, Takeda inherently discloses a first weight positioned in a first 
recess and a second weight positioned in a second recess (See Figures 1-14). 

Regarding claims 8 and 21, Takeda inherently discloses the first weight member 
1 1 A having a specific gravity greater than the specific gravity of the club head, the 
second weight member 1 1 D has a specific gravity greater than the club head specific 
gravity, and the third weight member 1 1 B having a specific gravity less than the club 
head specific gravity (See Column 3, lines 13 through 42). 



Application/Control Number: 10/796,996 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3711 

Regarding daim 9, Tal<eda discloses the first weight member and the second 
weight member specific gravity being substantially the same (See Column 3, lines 13 
through 42). 

Regarding claim 10, Takeda discloses the first weight member 1 1 A having a first 
specific gravity, the second weight member 1 1 B having a second specific gravity and 
the first specific gravity is greater than the second specific gravity. 

Regarding daim 1 1 , Takeda discloses the first weight member 11 C having a first 
specific gravity, the second weight member 1 1 D having a second spedfic gravity and 
the first specific gravity is less than the second specific gravity. 

Regarding daim 13, Takeda discloses the plurality of recesses further induding a 
third recess intermediate the first and second recess (See Figures 1-14). 

Regarding daim 19, Takeda discloses a first weight positioned in a first recess 
and a second weight positioned in a second recess and a third weight member 
positioned within the third recess (See Figures 1-14). 

Regarding claim 22, Takeda disclose the first weight 1 1A or 11C, second weight 
1 1 C or 1 1 D, and third weight 1 1 B having a first, second, and third spedfic gravity (See 
Column 3, lines 13 through 42). 

Regarding claim 26, Takeda discloses the first specific gravity greater than the 
second specific gravity 1 1 C, 

Regarding daim 27. Takeda discloses the first specific gravity being less than the 
second spedfic gravity. 
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Regarding claim 28, Tal<eda discloses the first and second specific gravity are 
eacli greater tfian tlie tiilrd specific gravity (See Column 3, lines 13 through 42). 

Regarding claim 32, Takeda discloses the recesses aligned substantially 
transverse to the striking face in a front-to-back direction and extending in a heel-to-toe 
direction, and the plurality of recesses include a first recess positioned adjacent the 
back (See Figure 6). 

Regarding claim 37, Takeda discloses a plurality of recesses including a second 
recess adjacent the first recess (See Figure 6). 

Regarding claim 45, Takeda discloses the club head being an iron-type (See 
Figure 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3 and 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 

over Antonious (EP 0285844 A2). 

Regarding claim 3, Antonious discloses that the size of the recesses may be 

varied based upon the type of weighting desired by the user (See Column 6, lines 17 

through 49). One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have the 

recesses at any volume and depth in order control the weight of the club head. 
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Regarding clanris 8-11, Antonious does not disclose specific gravity relationship 
of the weights to each other. Applicant notes that the specific gravities of the weights 
are used for attaining different types of swings. Antonious also discloses that the 
weights may be used to for attaining different types of swings (See Column 6, lines 17 
through 49). One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have 
weight with any type of specific gravity relation to the each other and the club head, as 
taught by Antonious, in order to attain different types of swings. 

Regarding claim 7, Applicant does not disclose why it is critical for the weights to 
have a mass greater than or equal to 10 grams in order to attain the invention, 
therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art would have sought such to be an obvious 
matter of design choice. The weights of Antonious would perfonm equally as well 
because it allows for better control of the club head. 

4. Claims 3-5, 7, 14, 17, 18, 20, 33, 34, 41, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Takeda (USPN 6290609). 

Regarding claim 3-5, 17, and 18, 33, Takeda shows the recesses having a 
volume and depth but does not explicitly disclose the volume and depth. Applicant does 
not disclose why it is critical to have the volume and depth of a particular dimension in 
order to attain the invention, therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art would have 
sought such to be and obvious matter of design choice. One would expect Takeda to 
perform equally as well because the size is sufficient for the weights to fit within. 

Regarding claims 7, 14, and 20, Takeda does not disclose the mass of the 
weight member. Applicant does not disclose why it is critical to have the mass of the 
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weight members equal to or greater than 10 grams in order to attain the invention, 
therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art would have sought such to be and obvious 
matter of design choice. One would expect Takeda to perform equally as well because 
it enables weight and inertia adjustment of the club head to that desired by the user. 

Regarding claim 34, Takeda discloses a plurality of recesses including a second 
recess adjacent the first recess wherein a weight member is positioned within the 
second recess (See Figure 6). 

Regarding claim 41 , Takeda does not discloses an plurality of recesses having a 
first recess transverse the striking face and a second and third recess longitudinal to the 
striking face. Takeda show an embodiment of recesses in the longitudinal direction and 
an embodiment of recess extending in the transverse direction (See Figures 1 and 6). 
Both embodiments serve the same purpose; therefore, one having ordinary skill In the 
art, in view of both embodiments, would have found it obvious to have a first recess 
transverse the striking face and a second and third recess longitudinal to the striking 
face in order to adjust the moment of inertia, and weight of the club head. 

Regarding claim 43, Takeda discloses a fourth recess intermediate the second 
and third recesses (See Figure 1 ). 

5. Claims 12, 29-31 , 35, 36, 38-40, 42, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Takeda (USPN 6290609) in view of Carmeron (USPN 
5944619). 

Regarding claim 12, 29, 36, 38, 40, 42, and 44, Takeda does not disclose having 
a dampening insert. Cameron discloses a club head having a dampening insert 34 
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within a recess (See Abstract). One liaving ordinary skill In the art would have found it 
obvious to incorporate a dampening insert within any recess of Takeda, as taught by 
Cameron, In order to improve the overall feel of the golf club. 

Regarding claims 30 and 39, Takeda does not disclose the mass of the weight 
member. Applicant does not disclose why it Is critical to have the mass of the weight 
members equal to or greater than 10 grams in order to attain the invention, therefore, 
one having ordinary skill in the art would have sought such to be and obvious matter of 
design choice. One would expect Takeda to perform equally as well because it enables 
weight and inertia adjustment of the club head to that desired by the user. Cameron 
inherently discloses the Insert being less than 10 grams. 

Regarding claims 31 and 35, Takeda Inherently discloses the first weight 
member having a specific gravity greater than the specific gravity of the club head, the 
second weight member has a specific gravity greater than the club head specific gravity, 
and the third weight member having a specific gravity less than the club head specific 
gravity (See Column 3, lines 13 through 42). Cameron inherently discloses the specific 
gravity of the dampening insert being less than that of the club head (See Column 3, 
lines 1 through 37). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 15, 16, and 23-25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base daim, but would be allowable if rewritten in Independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments filed 10/13/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that Antonious and Takeda does not disclose 
recesses within the cavity. The examiner disagrees. Applicant clainns a recess 
extending away from the cavity. Also, Applicant never defines the recess as being an 
indention within the cavity; therefore, rejections were made to cover both in the broadest 
reasonable interpretations. Furthermore, extending away from the cavity would imply 
that the recess is extending away from the back of the clubhead. Figure 4, in particular, 
of Antonious shows a cavity containing recesses (see elements 32 and 30) extending 
away from the cavity, i.e. in a direction away from the back. In alternative Takeda 
discloses a club head having a cavity where in the cavity contains openings, or 
recesses, for fitting weights therein. Clarity to the claims are clearly needed by the 
applicant. Until such is made, the above action has been furnished. 

In response to the 103 rejections, see the above. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alvin A. Hunter whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
441 1 . The examiner can nornrally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30AM 
to 4:00PM Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Vidovich, can be reached on 571-272-4415. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gQv. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Alvin A. Hunter, Jr. 
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